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DETAILED ACTION 

Priority 

1 . Examiner has given consideration to applicant's Provisional Application No. 
60/430,527 filed on December 3, 2002. For examining purposes of this application, the 
effective filing date will be December 3, 2002. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 2-4 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

4. Claims 2-4 recites the limitation "the soliciting element" in line 1, There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

5. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

6. Claims 1-18 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention lacks 
patentable utility. Applicant claims a method in which investment information is solicited 
from a member and then the member is given an initial rating. Depending on a value of 
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an investment, the rating may be adjusted. Examiner is unclear as to how this invention 
is useful and/ or novel to someone skilled in the arts. There does not appear to be a 
positive step in the claims of doing anything based on the rating of the member. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 1-19 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Jennings et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,606,615 (see PTO-892, Ref. A) in view of Peterson et 
al., U.S. Patent No7,016,873 (see PTO-892, Ref. B) and further in view of Gatto, U.S. . 
Patent Application Publication 2002/0052820 (see PTO-892, Ref. C). 

9. As per claim 1, Jennings teaches a method for managing investment information, 
comprising: registering a member (see column 17, lines 18-39 and abstract); soliciting 
investment experience data from the member (see column 17, lines 18-39); receiving a 
target projection from the member, the target projection being a speculation of a value 
of the investment in the future (see column 19, lines 19-28 and abstract) and adjusting 
the initial rating of the member to an adjusted rating responsive to the accuracy of the 
target projection (see column 24, lines 36-67 and column 25, lines 1-36). 
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Jennings does not explicitly teach associating an initial rating with the member 
responsive to the investment experience data and presenting to the member investment 
information collected from other members regarding an investment. 

Peterson teaches associating an initial rating with the member responsive to the 
investment experience data (see Figures 1A, 1B, 1C and column 4, lines 19-29). 

Therefore, it would be prima facie obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention to combine the teachings of Jennings, Peterson and Gatto to 
associate an initial rating responsive to investment experience because it allows one to 
measure a members risk tolerance as taught by Peterson (see column 4, lines 19-29). 

Gatto teaches presenting to the member investment information collected from 
other members regarding an investment (see Figure 38 and paragraphs 321-324). 

Therefore, it would be prima facie obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention to combine the teachings of Jennings, Peterson and Gatto to 
share information collected from other members, because it allows one to measure and 
analyze the past performances of several members as taught by Gatto (see paragraph 
17). 

10. As per claim 2, Jennings, Peterson and Gatto teach the method of claim 1 as 
described above. Jennings further teaches wherein the soliciting element further 
includes receiving initial projection targets for a test investment; comparing the initial 
projection targets to targets derived from the investment information; and using the 
comparison in determining the initial rating (see column 22, lines 57-65). 
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11. As per claim 3, Jennings, Peterson and Gatto teach the method of claim 1 as 
described above. Jennings further teaches wherein the soliciting element further 
includes requiring the member to answer an investment experience question by 
selecting one or more predetermined answers (see column 21, lines 8-47). 

12. As per claim 4, Jennings, Peterson and Gatto teach the method of claim 1 as 
described above. Jennings further teaches wherein the soliciting element further 
includes requiring the member to answer an investment experience question by 
inputting a free-form response (see column 21, lines 8-47). 

13. As per claim 5, Jennings, Peterson and Gatto teach the method of claim 4 as 
described above. Jennings, Peterson and Gatto do not explicitly teach further including 
processing the free-form response for a word pattern indicative of an investment skill 
level. Official Notice is taken that Optical Character Recognition (OCR) is old and well 
known in the arts. 

Therefore, it would be prima facie obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention to combine the teachings of Jennings, Peterson, Gatto and 
Official Notice to recognize word patterns indicative of investor skill level because it 
allows for the rating of the member based on their free-form response. 

14. As per claim 6, Jennings, Peterson and Gatto teach the method of claim 1 as 
described above. Jennings further teaches further including filtering the investment 
information according to member rating (see column 21, lines 48-67 and column 22, 
lines 1-15). 
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15. As per claim 7, Jennings, Peterson and Gatto teach the method of claim 1 as 
described above. Jennings further teaches further including filtering the investment 
information by excluding specific members (see column 21, lines 48-67 and column 22, 
lines 1-15). 

16. As per claim 8, Jennings, Peterson and Gatto teach the method of claim 1 as 
described above. Jennings further teaches wherein presenting the investment 
information includes presenting other member dialog in the form of posts for a 
discussion group (see column 36, lines 24-52). 

17. As per claim 9, Jennings, Peterson and Gatto teach the method of claim 1 as 
described above. Jennings does not explicitly teach wherein presenting the investment 
information includes presenting an indicia of member ratings. 

Gatto teaches wherein presenting the investment information includes presenting 
an indicia of member ratings (see Figure 41). 

Therefore, it would be prima facie obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention to combine the teachings of Jennings, Peterson and Gatto to 
include an indicia of member rating, because it allows one to measure and analyze the 
past performances of several members and their accuracies at predicting stock values 
as taught by Gatto (see Figure 41). 

♦18. As per claim 10, Jennings, Peterson and Gatto teach the method of claim 1 as 
described above. Jennings further teaches further including receiving the target 
projection for the investment in a specific time period (see Figure 5A and column 26, 
lines 6-36). 
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19. As per claim 1 1 , Jennings, Peterson and Gatto teach the method of claim 10 as 
described above. Jennings further teaches wherein the time period is N weeks in the 
future, and the target projection is a speculation of the average value of . the investment 
in the time period (see Figure 5A and column 26, lines 6-36). 

20. As per claim 12, Jennings, Peterson and Gatto teach the method of claim 1 as 
described above. Jennings further teaches wherein the time period is one week (see 
Figure 5A and column 26, lines 6-36). 

21 . Claim 1 3 recites similar limitations to claim 1 and thus rejected using the same art 
and rationale in the rejection of claim 1 as set forth above. 

22. Claim 14 recites similar limitations to claim 6 and thus rejected using the same art 
and rationale in the rejection of claim 6 as set forth above. 

23. Claim 1 5 recites similar limitations to claim 4 and thus rejected using the same art 
and rationale in the rejection of claim 4 as set forth above. 

24. Claim 1 6 recites similar limitations to claim 5 and thus rejected using the same art 
and rationale in the rejection of claim 5 as set forth above. 

25. Claim 17 recites similar limitations to claim 7 and thus rejected using the same art 
and rationale in the rejection of claim 7 as set forth above. 

26. Claim 1 8 recites similar limitations to claim 5 and thus rejected using the same art 
and rationale in the rejection of claim 5 as set forth above. 

27. Claim 19 recites similar limitations to claim 1 and thus rejected using the same art 
and rationale in the rejection of claim 1 as set forth above. 
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Conclusion 

The Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in the references as 
applied to the claims for the convenience of the applicant. Although the specified 
citations are representative of the teachings in the art and are applied to the specific 
limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures may apply as well. It 
is respectfully requested from the applicant, in preparing the responses, to fully consider 
the references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part of the claimed invention, as 
well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art or disclosed by the 
examiner. 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. See attached PTO-892. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Shahid R. Merchant whose telephone number is 571- 
270-1360. The examiner can normally be reached on First Friday Off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James P. Trammel can be reached on 571-272-6712. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
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For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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